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the Depertment ot Lend» and Mine», and the ISrd Instant respectively re ,ired dollar», The attitude taken ly The return at
This cheque was accordingly drawn girding sleeper» cut on the ticense • Mr. Stewart with respect to thli .mat made out by Mr. Stewart sat was de- er —. ----------------------- -------------- ----  —-
by the Dalhousle Lumber Company I held by A. J. H. Stewart on Base Hirer ter ot out» lag on Crown Lande leap, ctared to by Roblchaud before Mr. examined as to this particular mat- ! to ha»
and handed over to the Manager of the ■ were duly received. On receipt ot ; patently that It la the duty of 'he of- Stewart. ter, whether or not
Mlramtchl Lumber Company the result your letter ot the 20th of March 1 fleers of the Crown to find out It any- i„ bis evidence before me valentine timber

t ool. m. annointment ae Commis- being that the amount ot rebate due made n special visit to Haas Hiver one la cutting on Crown Laud and to Roblchaud admitted that he did not ly been need In title bridge, and 1 am
sionT bv (3mwtoiManed under from the Province to the Mtramlcht with a view ot looking carefully Into i collect the proper etumpage thereto, taow that Prank Robinson had hauled «till la doubt on this question.
^,l^»t tie»nr “e”rovlu^ol New 1 Lumber Company was paid to them the matter and I beg to report that I end that there I. no obligation «pop any alon. to the Neplslqutt Steal
the Oreat tseel of the Pro uce o provinoe practically received failed to end any sleepers out this him si e lloenaee to Inform the Cry vn Bridge. When naked why he signed Chkntc of the work, was a moat unsst-

EHZtEHES “br “ 3? r i,"h^mv ilomml.llou ; Willard H. Berry says that this ar- could I dud out that there had been meat of etumpage plied that Mr. Stewart said the money ! tlon out of him ae to the work done on
" V ,be out. Cl , ny Investigation i ‘ rangement was made at his aoggee- any out this past winter, nor lest win- ; ,t ta Te„ aafortunete In my Judg. was due and that this man RoBlneon this bridge.

££ “B',LeZ,pL‘rtmZ o’ Province Lewi Nothing had found ^ Tumber^fwm .aid: uk. L^ndT^S ”* *°rted ! have .neon-! ■ und.ratand that the structural 8„-

culture °'™dUTfl“ihèndpro,1!,ncmr'sec^ addL'vtl "efore Tc,‘Te^amount ot a ««retUTOOf ttt* yourkpartmenf.’' of^^v,.o““ m,' “'1“’ ' Fr.T'^bmro'u'hid' ha'b’l .Ü,l8,eâ"toV«d"lu, "àpp.'r ! Sto Particular bridge was $«0.00,

tsrvTreasurer of the Province ofXew two thousand nine hundred and three William H. O'Brien, on. of the wlt-one wh0 actually take, part in the stone to some other bridge but he,fatly relied altogether upon Mr. Mgr Wile the actual amount e.pended In .
It-un»wick ami into the operations of dollars and thirty-two cents was nail} iee*ea who was examined before me, framing of the laws passed for the pro. could not tell me to what bridge and1 ll® *■ Robichiud to keep matters re»*,ra aaJ W.W0. J
th^^Sd DeÏrtmeïu bu^T^ouîd not due from the Province to the Mirami stated th»t he had on the, ^ of property belong to the hie evidence as to this particular straight in connection with hie work. The evidence 8 yen before me In \
l iui any instances of inefficiency, in- chi Lumber Company and the mme> ande aLBaaa River on lx>t IS for Free- Provinoe—takes the ground that tlm- voucher was confueed, contradictory j The Shlppegen Ferry * connection wtttf the enquiries held
capacity irregularity dishoneaty or necessary to pay this amount to the man Goodwin, cutting saw logs In the. ber belonging to the Crown is fair and evasive and wholly unsatisfactory. The timber purchased by Mr. Stead 8?J"8 *? ,af “ Va.Ie“tln,e ®°bl*
wrong-doing om the part, of any luside Mlramtchl Lumber Company was ob- fall of the year UU. name and thât anyone cutting on Edmund J. Ellis, who was foreman ij^r the Shlppegsn Iforry landing b*“d’ Superintendent, Is
oflfttol or employee of the sahLDepart- talned through this cheque giventj lnV deflniti>bl totoraation from (>OWn «toer » llce»“ * under no ,m the Dempsey Bridge, gave some ev., ^ Boudreau was paid for at the j wnrh* süSiSHi m
monts or in the ad ministration of these1 the Dalhousie Lumber tfompnns, which ting any definite information from obligation whatever to pay etumpage j idence as to this claim of Frank Rob- i rate of two dollars and twenty cents a ' , , 1 lhe woJ* 8UPP°8ed to *»
bnmehes of the public service, with Company thereby d4whï®®dp*J* he^uThihreeB aidMO OOO^n* IUBle” caufht redhanded “d-|com' «uson s for damage. He says that he rtlck. largo and small, and at this rate|
thu noRRihift «mention__ 1 billtyto the Province. The Province he cut between 75,000 and 100,000 su- polled to pay by the Crown officers, did some damage to Robinson’s Held Boudreau should have been paid 5? „ enllrel> UP°° either Mr. A. J.

soematèî my0» duo hit ni e n t as Com 1 lost nothing by the transaction so far perfleial feet and that he worked on1 one can h^ly Expect that other op- In hauling stone out of it and that he ! ^uMhlrty MUrstor the fcurSen i * °' Mr Marl,n F Rob*-
n-.issloner 1 torttiS^vidence of Thom as 1 van see. but In my jjj £°Mm^L7Ln”»lD keen’d er,l°n’ aa Crown lMi’ wU1 1,01 ,0l‘ °"ered Robln»on three dolllr' tor ,br, Ptecea which he Is said to hnve «UP ^ hta'^nl^ke ue^hl. ‘re
.» O. Loggle. Esquire. Deputy Minister whole mntter wn. very Bmnlarty co»- cut by him being principally pine nnd|low the exemple set them. damage done, but Robinson refused ] plled the Varlbou Bridge. H. no W tor hlm' “d msk" UI> hl*
of I^nds and Mines, and he'calK-d my dueled, and Willard H^Be J During the time he wan cutting on- lf' however' everyone operating on to accept thl» amount. |tdnlly received forty-two dollars fori A],
ui tent Ion to the fact that steps might, together loo much upon hlmrelf u taring tne time he was cult ng on Crown ,Md ln Ulle province under . » appears that «one wan hauled to,thl, tlmber. noudre.u himself could
in his Judgment, the taken which settling these two matters.«he dnh ‘J“f^“d» lumber Hcense ncU on the enme prim, the Dempsey Bridge by person. living throw little orno light upon this Iran,- ' Hto
would promote the efllcleocy ot Theae tran«stlon. ahould hnve beer^Mlllnm Hayden the.caler O Brian . by Mr. | In the neighborhood, off their own lctlon „ he almplr bld Mm0 timber ■ L“„Tandun.ïZîmol “a" !"*
the Department »f Lands and set,led directly by the land, held by Mr Btewnrt during ' th= lMk ot “>• “hoee duty n. property. These persons were paid cul 1Dd ,hU)ped lt ln the name of Mar : ^ete”‘ Sder StStwTrt toe
Mine.. Mr Joggle alee told me l ands and Mines, and hV* winter ^ l»ïl.to .tons to, Ml^s i'* to 8ee tlu,t th« regulating lum- for hauling the atone but they charged p Roblchaud to Shlppegen. and tP, ReprêeenUtlveT

. tha, he had reported with reaped gone through to.J^k, «f th.t^- XhTi^d^nd il o^toè ïr^î!*>" «!»»»*«• «" Crown land, I. en- nothing for the atone. he eeem. to have paid very little at i/nd mfhkh.ud
to theae matters to the Hon. Mr. périment. »“d whlleth ln th(, VPar 191».]3 O'Brien was keen-,,oreed “d the proper amount of . Th”ma* ° Donnell, who worind on - teDtion to the matter after this. He Valentine Roblchaud la no, m he .i
,-lnrke. the head of the Department, hnve been retried, they * lng of th" 8]^, s ru, ,hp.^ stumpsce collected from the operators the Dempsey Bridge, stated that Hob , WM plld ,or lhe timber procured from [ together blamed for tola .tats, nt îf
^n‘«^d™”«d tWdLreVere ^dëd-ïù' Detriment.uogd^ lend, £ « ^^J.H.Stewari end «11. Indeed^, a dim,,,» one. Zrè frêm threat. d^Ure fori ES j
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Under these circume tances I do not I other than Willard a. y lng tor w- stewart ____________1IV _ stated that tnt; tore man was told by was ^ M used he could not say of duce lcoort
think It necessary for me to go Into dc , Willard H. Berry n° , , [ could not get any definite Idea NCPISIQUIT STEEL BRIDGE, Mrs. Robinson, the wife of Frank Rob-, ^ own knowledge. (Signed)r “ - «•• anggnntione made by Mr. I Pjoyee^of the Battnngg Okueesler dx. N. B. mr^^oT ^Sa- a CHANDLER.

— *°gK e" ■■ ■■ i0 ll(. -aiu^d by any further com sleepers cut on these lands In '9U 13. It appears ifrom the examination of ; involved In this transartion is small *°J|k don.® ®n brldfle 8 <x>n,U8 Commisaloner.
Inaide Service Vindicated I the « ourse followed by him Two witnesses, namely Albert Dou- the witnesses who gave evidence as ,lllt lh. whn.,, tl , , , ,and unsatlsfactor}’.

. Mc. I giggle’s suggestions dealt «>"> ' ^ .“on wiS, this matter: but It cet and Moss Couture, who cut Meep. to this matter that on the 23th day of ^to^r ,rregl!,r Ind unwarianteV i 1 D«IU>“ tdtoble. EDWARD. DEMPSEY BRIDGE,
the improvement of the efficiency of, . ,, fU.u-» transac. era on these lands, were examined. Xu gust A D 1910 vheoue No 38331 i or unwilling to explain clearly any-the Staff of the Department, and he j “ be w," go thr),,„ ,he Albert Doucet went ou these lands was issued by the Impartaient of Pub- Jd StotothértoTiûchT M™Btow thleg ln '“‘■“““on with hi. work, The charge In thti matter Is that
stated that no views of setuat dlshon *l°ns ”* 1 * . eonducei and ret- towards the end of the year 1913 and, lie Works for the Province In favor ot P*ld *u“?® „r too much b> Mr. Stew. and ,n m) judgment he la a man en- 1085 yards of stone nt ten cent! a
esty or wrong-doing on the part of the , J^PPri"1® acCountiiiv Branch of cut some 250 ties and he gave evidence Frank Robinson for S25.00. Thti ; «‘hJ've ‘tlrely UIlflt for the >><M,ltlon of ,ore" >»rd and a small quantity of lumber
Staff had come under his notice. it ed nd not b. anv uch as to five or six other persons cutting cheque to endorsed as follows property, which does, not seem to hnve m a„ 6e does not seem able to keep supplied by Edward Jennings to this

The Ore. mailer Into which 1 enqulr ">«'*^s ”^r •>= the ..me innd, whll”tie w„ there 9 hti ''«re.'.rih'd no eotoorit. .he, h" “MunU er ”r t0 Brtd=«' «• ‘he return of Vnl- |
ed was one which was called to tny;°®£*"“ _ , (hc tiel ,hat All these persons It appears sere Frank (X) Robinson'' Mr. Stewart had no authority what- g,ve anJr deflnlte Information an to enttne Roblchaud, Structural Superln-
attention by Mr. E. S. Crier M- ‘ larj.„ „„’ ,Jok ntice «ë-ms lo working for Mr Stewart. m.rk ever to ..t ie thti claim or p.y .oy what he dld tendent, was not provided by Edward
< after In a letter to me dated March ,bu tre” ^ as Ilea I of the Cut <00 Sleener. Wltne»., » J H Slewart.'1 moIiey 111,1 !n Judgment should Dot, Looked After Work Jennings A all. The cheque for toll s.
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housie Lumber ( ompan.. Limited, in Department as to what he -ad iü», on these same lands cutting <1c^d-! Mr Stewart ln the name of Frank h«mq»if fnr #h« Amnnnt nairi tn have done ln connection with this The voucher for this amount was
the year 1. U. to A balance of stumpage d(me. hc algo gave instructions to the (,rs (or Mr Stpwart at the 8ame t:me-; Robinson and signed and sent in by p-ank Robi„80n an(1 tl^t he should work whBt should have been done by madfi out by Mr- A- J- H- Stewart and 
account as arranged with Willard H. ,,couutant 0( the Departmenv as to i had some difficulty in ascertalninc Valentine Roblchaud, Superintendent, , , d , valentine Roblchaud the ltle foremAn or the structural su- Valentine Roblchaud’s return contain-
to"™ Zqrr:Z Wh7entries hc should mak- In Ms | J„L tow mL, sleeper, were ce, ën i - vonnection with hi, return, tor P«rintendent. V.leutlne Robich.ud ’lag this item wn, declared „ h, him
the matter mentioned In Mr. Carters , ooks w,[h reBllt.cl t(1 ,be mailer un-! the lardg in qaestl0„ ,or Mr s,work done In the year 1610. . h| , _ h|c| Doclthce Chlaason claimed when before Mr Stewart. The wltnenees ex-
nMre.lnd e,imDed th* to°*I'g *•' der dticnsalon and some ot Ih-W er- in ,h, tw0 avasons mentioned above I’hank Rohlneon on his examination "oth o( ,hem kn,w wa8 absolutely Klvln* evldence lhat he ba<l I”1 'he ' a mined In connection with this charge 

\vniard H Berrv tries were made in penett ti the time. but accordlns to tbe ,,v|dence Ule stated that he never supplied any ,'b , f4 d tt ( ,act „ ^i, report which he kept aa to the work proved conclusively that Edward Jen-
l w nrenkle. The action of Willard H. Bs.-rv in whole tract land covercd by Mr. «tone whatever for the Neplnlqutt V*. , Robiojon’e’were in honest done on the Caribou Bridge. He seems, nlngs never had delivered any stone
ww connectkyn with this particular track ! Stewart’s license was gone over and Steel Bridge it any time bqt that he ”uld n0, have beea noce*ar, to have left everything to Mr at the Dempeey Bridge and had not
T C Logele nrt.on was in my Judgment aimgethe. | tll6 sleepers oblataable 0n thesl «»: the amount of 125.00 from Mr. A. “r steLtt to fabricate an account MartlB P’ "ohlohaud. even to the fix delivered any lumber nt tola Bridge.

__ T' ?' ,, • . . , irregular and very much open to ccn- ]audg were cul JJ. H. Stewart. Robinsons explana- . , , ^ lt . Rnhtehaud s return in tng of Prtcee t0 be P®14 for ,abor and • Mr A- J- H- 'Stewart in his state-
i, ôn"toe Wto davo? Jëë « ire- «‘vea though In the end the Troy. According to the evidence of Mobs <lon «' tbe matter was that he had a ôëdel to rot back the money he pad mater,al- I ment b,,or" me aald "e had need

P,,“? h ‘ th! d“; f A ; ince of New Brunswick lost nothing by couture about ten carloads of Bleep, claim for damages done to hti land “ *“"*! b k “ y P I am not nt all satisfied that tms the name of Edward Jennings ln mak- 1
T’ hundred aendUe,^ 7„, raroë th“transaction. era were rof each tVoter on 52? "ear the Dempsey Bridge ,n the Coup. l°T7eb'dZ?osurea made la the course "art"'"ar 1o* ®f fourteen pieces of lng out account, for material. suP-
nine hundred and three dollars and information was given by Berry alld thlg wltneaa ,aJa that M - ly of Gloucester and for stone hauled _Tb* l L™. teS m timber ever went Into the construction oiled with hti consent. According to
ihlrty two cent, was drawn by he Dal- » lx) . tbe Deputy Mln.ster ef car,Vouid hold toïTeeterê and romë off his land aod u.ed for the Dempsey U'e I"'" bL„ ™ nvlne^ °f the Caribou Bridge, owing to the Mr. Stewart’s atatement, the sum ot
rtnkoT^rerowlck ^L7i,e°n ' a""« a"d Mines, as to thti aet.lÆ rô that « to. ,ZTt ..Tn nndg, This atone wn. removed Zh 1” In and mhro m.^ere rom- 'm"-"bmt, ot getting any dehnlle ,131.00 wn. da. to him for lumber
the Bank of New Brunswick (timpbeU. men( and lhe ,)ayment by the Dal-1 about twenty carloads of sleepers out his permission aa claimed by Rob- me thl‘ “> “lie and other "lnttere com ,aformatloa fr0m Doclthce Chlaason which he had supplied in 196!'. He Y
L7ordëë\oV balaroe of atumro1-" .7 lro"«t'e Lumber Company to me Mil* : were taken off these land. In the win- i"»on and he slated that his claim for u„e Roblchaud was '.Imply 7 tLl in 11,6 forema”' There were «ome other ■ say. that at this time the roads worifflj 
LZnZ el.en7w.. !.rZ,Zr, a. mlchi Lumber Company heyynd lhe I ter ot ,9,0.13 and ln the winter of damages done te the land In removing ‘!"ea”“d. whatever hl.ni» chargee In connection with this bridge., bad and money wn, required and hJ^

wmarrf H flëre and w« "are atatement that the account lor 19i3.14 altogether In my judgment lhe ,,one a"d for the removal of toe i^- ̂ mnuled l7 ëlnnJcllon wîth °“? being the leaning ot n chaque tor authorised toe Commissioner, to use
Willard to e ; and aa endorsed gt ge dlie by the Dalho Hie L m.jat ,easl 4,500 alPepers were cut on was one hundred dollars but he be nla,teT, mTuioned ëtovë ëhoùld ,52 M ln the name ot Antlme < hlaa- the road money in digging dKche. and
evi/emV ofWUard T Zrr to! her Company and the claim of the Mir i theae landa tor Mr. Slewart in the sea- eventually settled the matter with Mr. be. ^re upon Stew.ri than uo^ Ro- 80n’ • ! ‘"em lumber, .
!heoue wa! given ln aettiemVnT of to! amlchl l ,inlh®r Company fer a ,e-'son of ,9l2.n and at least the same «««art and Mr. Stewart paid him »;,™ d It appear, that Antlme Chlaason hemlock deals, amounting to Moo feel,
îtitoüste 1 umber ComDnnv's account hate had been settled. I quantity of sleepers were cut on the *25 00 ln settlement of his claim. Mr.' j was not really entitled to nil this from hti mill, and this lumber waa
£r stumparo due and It w a, mad! The details of the se ilement ‘n | same land, in the season of 1913-14. Stewart eventually recouped himself WILLIAM B CHAND1 Ft amoullt and accordln8 U> Doclthee used tor making culvert, between
nav.ble to Mr Branktey for toe mm these two caseB *'*re never report’! William H. O’Brien admitted cut ,or thl« expenditure by putting in an! ctmmtirion ,r China*» this àmount of $52.60 was Jnnevllle and Grand Anse. He charg-
mvse of reimbursing the Mlramtehi cd t0 the Department by Berry sad .ting at least 75,000 superficial feet „t account ln the name of Frank Robin-! Commission ir. really due to tour Individuate, Antlme ed $14.00 a thousand tor this lumber,

umber Company for a rebate that "“thing with respect to it appears on lumber, epruce and pine, on these «°" for twenty-flve dollars tor stone1 RUISSEAU CARIBOU BRIDGE chUMOn h*lnB ent,ried to $20.00, Jos- To Ply Another Accountiro allowed them by th! Department the hooks kept by the Department. lands and the probabilities are that he «""""ed to the Neplalqult Steel Bridge UAMIBUU eph D. Chlnmmn. a son of Doclthee when toe Dempsey Bridge was re-
The full amount of the rebate that T1,e «hole transaction was carried cut more than thti quantity though he and “ ch«0n« TO afterward» Issued Pariah of Shlppegsn, Gloucester Coen Chlaason, being entitled to $18.00, paired In 1$10.he put in a bill tor

vn, allowed the Mlramlchl I umber out bT Berry ln a most Irregular and would not admit that he cut 100,000 ,or thl" amount In favor of Frank Rob- ty. N. B. ""<1 two.other persona to tour dollars $131.00 In toq name of Edwnrd Jen-
'ompany was the slim of five thousand "nbustneasllke manner, and hc had no superficial feet. j lB»on. j The charge made ln connection <*<* ‘ nlngs for atone and lumber. In order

dollars and thti particular amount ac- right to conduct toe bualuess of the All the sleepers cut on these lands I 11 appears that Frank Robinson ne»- with thti matter 1s that three thous- ■$ seems that work to too mmpunt to get hti pay for the lumber which he 
vsirding to the evidence of Willard H : Pro'T"ce *" euch » l00*e «*7- Hl" were hauled out to the Caraquet Rail- er endorsed the cheque himself but for and feet of spruce lumber for which °f tola cheque waa actually done by. had previously supplied. The cheque 
Derr, was settled by the Hon Mr '’0"d“ct l” the matt6r "nder dlecvsslon way by toe peroons who cut them and 80nle reason best known to himself one Pierre F. Boudreau was paid $42.00 ,he four persons mentioned. The only waa Issued to Jennings and he endors-
Flemming while he was at the head is 10 my mind deservl”8 very grave loaded on care and eventually were Mr Stewart endorsed the cheque as In January, 1914, was never delivered explanation offered by Doclthee Chi- ed It and Mr. Stewart got the money,
of the Department of l-ands and Mines i e"»"re sold to the Intercolonial Railway by above ln the name of Frank Robinson by him If the Ruisseau Caribou ' a9l*>n for Including all these amounts The second Item In the voucher
on consultation with the witness Wili (Signed) Mr. Stewart. “nd signed hti own name as 1 witness Bridge. Ir one cheque waa that Valentine Ro- mentioned above is $22.50 tor five
lard H Berry who at that time was WILLIAM B. CHANDLER, William Hayden does not seem to 10 tb<1 supposed signature of Robinson ' Thti amount of forty two dollars hlchaud had told him not to employ stringers twenty feet long 10 x 12 nt
Chief scaler for the Department Commissioner. have known anything at all about op-l“ 1 marksman, though Robinson til «TO paid by cheque No. 41815, dated ,0° ml”y ™e" a"<I he therefore IK- $4.50. Throe particular stringers were

Rebate Allowed By Berry nr. oTciaigDT 1 IIUOCD eratlona'on them lands, according to 1very «ell able to write and never signs January 9th, 1»14. The work of ,re- cluded 11,6 amount, due to four per- brought from the Chamberlain Bridge
It seems tost the Mlramlchl Lum- °E 51 tWAh I LUMUtK hti own account and he does not seem by “ > rosa. pairing the bridge above mentioned e0"“ ■" one Item under the name ot where they had been left when toe

her (ompany ln the season of 1910 LICENSE. to hnve ever gone over these land, or i Unauthorized Settlement was done in 1913 and this lumber was, I Antlme Chtisson. 'work waa finished to the Dempeey
1911 had been nned or penalized by Bass River, Gloucester County, N. B made any enquiries aa to whether lum So far a» I could discover, Mr. Stew- according to the statement of Docl- Fr*ud Intended ’ Bridge. They were of course not fur-
Willard H. Berry as Chief Scaler for Mr. P. J. Venlot claimed In thti mat her was being cut on them, although art had "« authority to settle this thee Chlnsson, toe .foreman In charge' Tb* «M* thing was stupid and un- nlnhed by Edward Jennings and hid 
cutting undersized lumber, and the ' ter that large quantités of railway ties lbe lands were in his district. rlaim of Robinson's for damage done of the wprk, delivered at this bridge i but Bot» 80 tw I apparently teen included ln the worl^
amount which this Company was re- have been cut on a certain block of Stewart Admits Cutting to hl8 land but took lt upon himself to and was used ln repairing the-bridge. actually fraudulent; but it Is one of done on the Chamberlain Bridge, jw
quired to pay and did pay for this vl- Crown Land held under license by Mr Mr. Stewart in giving evidence be 8eltle the matter with Robinson and It appears th»t in the year 1913 Pi-1the 0,1,18:8 ROln8 8*low that Docl- In Valentine Roblchaud's returnsjUa
olation of the regulations was ten A. J. H. Stewart of Bathurst, N. B., tore me admitted that sleepers were a0,erwards adopted tbe somewhat sin erne F. Boudreau under Home arrange CIlla8*on was not fit for the po- to the Chamberlain Bridge this stole 
thousand one hundred and ninety-four situate between the Mlramlchl Road cut on these lands for him. He also ;Kular Procedure detailed above ln or ment made by liim with Mr. Martin.rttlon of foreman. item of $22.50 appears In a voucher v
dollars and eighty cents An investi- and Bass River in the County of Glou- stated that he gave Freeman Goodwin der to 88t Imck the money which he F- Roblchaud, one of the represenU- ! There ,e al8° a charge In ctfnnec- made out in the name of Edward Jen-1
gallon was held by Willard H. Berry cester. Mr. Venlot also claimed that authority to cut logs on part of these had pald to Robinson ‘ lives of the County of Gloucester. t,on wllh thla brld*e that work appar- ninge for five pieces of timber, at
into the actual amount of undersized a large number of logs had been cut lands and that Gbodwin also cut sleep- : Robinson says that he authorised1 shipped a quantity of spruce logs or ent,y done bjr E<*ward D. Chlaason, $4.60.
lumber cut by the Mlramlchl Lumber on this same land on which no stump- ora for him in 1913-14. Mr. Stewart • _• s,®wart to endorse the cheque for timber to Shlppegsn, in the County of ; soPP08*4 to have worked with a horse1 According to Valentine Roblchaud,
(’ompany, and after this Investigation age had been paid. claimed that Goodwin was to pay the ;825 00 when it came. Mr. Stewart ad- Gloucester, by railway, billed to Mr. iand carl *n connection with this bridge Edward Jennings was paid for the tlm-
and a good deal of consultation w'th According to the evidence of Mr. T. etumpage on logs cut by him but there ! mltled correctness of Robinson’s Martin Roblchaud. ifor a number of days was actually, ber supplied to the Chamberlain
the then Surveyor-General the H m. G. Loggie, Deputy Minister of Lands 1b no evidence that Goodwin ever paid $etstement *■ *0 this cheque and the In October, 1913, one 1*heophlle Ro- done by antQther person, Cleophas Chi- Bridge, and why Mr. Stewart should,
Mr. Flemming, and on or about the and Mines, given before me. License any etumpage. • reason why it was issued and stated hlchaud, who was foreman under Mr. ra880n* * servant or hired man of Do-;have included this Item of $12.50 in the
seventh day of August, A. D. 1912, it No. 2024 for the year 1914 was issued i Mr- Stewart said he could not tell tbal he endorsed the cheque and cash Geoffrey Stead, District Engineer at ! either Chlaason, thé foreman. wholly imaginary account which he
was decided to allow the Mlramlchl to Mr. A. J. H. Stewart in the year how many sleepers were cut on these j ^ 11 Chatham for the Public Works Depart- i Edward D* Ghlasson at the time put ln ln the rçame of Edward Jen-

lands in 1912-13 but the sleepers cut ! 11 8ee®s to me lt would have been1 ment of the Dominion of Canada, act t wbep 1618 WQrk wae done wa8 8 boy nlngs ln connection with the Dempeey 
thousand dollars in respect of the pay- same lands aa those included in LI- were sold by him to the Intercolonial1 very much better if Mr. Stewart had under Instructions from Mr. Stead aboul eleven yeara old» attending ■ Bridge Is more than I can undèrstand 
ment of ten thousand ohe hundro 1 and cense No. 2024 waa Issued to William Railway. According to the evidence1 referred this matter to the Department procured from Pierre F. Boudreau 8CbGo1 and rea*Iy dld aot work at aH] or explain.
ninety-four dollars and eighty cents G- White, President of the Gloucester 8lven before me as to the cutting on‘of Publlc Works for settlement or had about one hundred and twenty pieces 11,1 j“>noecll®D 'alth this Bridge. j if Mr. Stewart really supplied this
previously made by the Company prier Lumber and Trading Company, Decern- the8e lands in 1912-13-14, all the lands j obtained some authority from the De- of 1°®* timber and eighty-two pieces I The WO*2L wbich *8 c"edited to Bd- ! lumber for the roads In 1999 I do not
to this time. A rebate to the am nt ber 26th, 1912. This license was trans- covered by the license held by Stewart, Partment to settle the claim Instead of ot short timber, part of the timber’ward C”*8880® was all done by ; eee Why he should not have been paid
of two thousand and ninety-six .loi'ars ferred to A. J. H. Stewart on the 30th were cut over very thoroughly, the cut- taking upon himself to settle the claim ! shipped as stated above and this was CIeop?^* ch*aason and the money re j for H, nor 4# I eee why, lf the trane-
and sixty-eight cents had been olio wet day of April, A. D. 1918. ting extending up to the Mlramlchl without communicating with the De- uaed ln connection with the building celved hy Doclthee Chlaason, his em action were straight Mr. Stewart did
to the Mlramlchl Lumber Company, Mr. Loggie stated that no stumpage Road on the West and to what are Partment and then adopting the plan‘of the ferry landing at Shippegan. ployer. Cleophas Chlassbn wae paid not send in a bill ln bis owa name for 
and there was therefore the sum of was paid with respect to the lands cov- catted the Harris lots on the East, detailed above to get back the money. Timber Wae Used by tbe mon*h by Doclthee rhjaHRon. i this lumber and get paid for It In-
two thousand nine hundred and three ered by license No. 2024 for the log- TW® work occupied some two or three The whole transaction, In my judg- Boudreau had some timber left over T"e °”*y explanation Doclthee stead of doing this, an entirely flctt-
dollars and thirty-two cents d is tie 1 B^g season of 191M3 nor for the log- months each winter and it seems very ment- was very irregular, and I can at Shtppegan and lt is claimed that in Ch,a88on ®ad to ofBer in con- tlous account ln the name of Edward
Mlramlchl Lumber Company in respect King season 1913-14 and that William I strange to me that none aof this cut- ®°t see any reason for Mr. Stewart in- the Fall of the year 1913, fourteen, ae°llbn w ,h lhiK matter was that Iff Jennings was made up by Mr. Stewart, 
of this rebate of five thousand dcfhrs. Hayden, the Scaler for the District In ting ever came under the notice of terfering with the business of the De- Pieces of long timber belonging to "ad put ln lbe ®ame of Cleophas I and was certified and declared, to be

At the time when the cheque oeforc which these lands are situated had William Hayden the scaler for the dis- \ Partment of Public Works and taking i Boudreau were taken by Doclthee c’hla88°n. the man who really did the | correct by Valentine Roblchaud, the
mentioned for two thousand nin-î bun made no return of lumber cut on these trtet In which thesè lands are situated. | uP3n himself to settle this question Chlasson and used in the construction w’ork 1,6 would'have got the cheque tor 
tired and three dollars and thirty tv o lands. In his qvidence, Hayden stated that able <*lalm and then putting in a false ' °f ttw Caribou Bridge. | the work and might have kept it.
efer.ts was drawn there was, according The lands covered by the license he went out to the Mlramlchl Road on account for stone Uiat was never de Doclthee Chlaseon, the superintend- ' The tolal amount supposed to be 
to Mr. Berry, due from the Dalho isle held by Mr. Stewart are three and a hie usual trips but he never noticed llv®red in order to get the money. ent, when he was first examined eeem- due to Edward D. Chlasson for work 
Lumber Company to the Department half square miles in extent and cover any sleepers being hauled. He never Only 125.00 Involved ed to be suns that these fourteen done to connection with this Bridge
ot Lands and Mines the sum of two a number of lots. The lands are went on the lands in question and does The serious part of it Is that Valeo Pieces of long timber belonging to ; aas an<1 all this work was
thousand nine hundred and thr;e dol- bounded westwardly by the Mlramlchl ®°t seem to have made any enquiries llne Roblchaud, the superintendent in Boudreau had really been used in con-1 done by Cleophas Chlasson using g 
tors and thirty-two cents, being an or Bathurst Road and eastwardly, with respect to lumber being cuj on charge of tbe work done on the Ne pis. nectidn with the rebuilding of the horse and cart belonging to Doclthee
amount duo by this Company to the roughly speaking, by the Bass River, these lands. iquit Steel bridge was apparently in bridge; he was, however, afterwards ^hlaseon. The work was apparently
Department for pulpwood cut hy «.he They are situated about four miles Hayden says he understood that duced by Mr. Stewart to sign the ac- examined again before me and on this doDe but lhe reason given by Docithet
Company on lande belonging to the from the Town of Bathurst and the Freeman Goodwin was cutting, but c°unt for $25.00 put to to the name of occasion he was not at all sure that. Chlasson for using the name of his

Caraquet Railway runs to the north- heard he was on granted land. Frank Robinson on making his return this particular timber really had been.800 *® oeonectlon with this work was
Under these circumstances Willard I ward of the tract. Operations Small aB to work done on the Neplslqutt used to the work on this Bridge. ! ®ot 8 /»atisfacfory explanation of hie

H. Borry very irregularly and unwisely J Mr. Hayden's Report Mr. Stewart’s operations on the Steel Bridge and to make a declaration i There waa quite a lot of timber, spruce course. There was also an item of $3.00 for
in my judgment arranged to settle On the 27th of April, A. D. 1915, WU- lands ln question were not very axte»-]8» to the correctness of his return and cedar, brought over from Shippe-; Superintendent Not Qualified . Poets supposed te have been supplied
the rebate due to the Mitamkhi Com Ham Hayden made a report with re- slve and the amount of etumpage ! when both he and Mr. Stèwart lurewl gan to Shippegan Island by Doclthee | Valentine Roblchaud, the supertn I by Frank Roblneon to tie Dempeey
pany hy taking from the Dalhousie spect to these lands to Mr. Loggie w'hich he should have paid to the Crown* at the time that Frank RobtBaoa had j Cbtaseon and men employed by him | tendent to charge of the work done on | Bridge. Nobody could aay that Frank

The foiiowWg to the Ml text of

To the Honorable tbe Executive 
Council of

ofTHE PROVINCE Of 
NEW BRUNSWICK:

Th,er
old nre-by Mr. Martin Roblchaud wit] 

ell, knowing whether It was ; is small but It only goes son’s

TtoDoclthee Chluaoa, the
which the work done under Valentine

conducted, and the un- «•“Wnothing nt all about thti transaction, 
end seems to b$ve relied entirely.upon 
Mr. Martin F. Robtehaud and the fore
man, Doclthee Chlaason, who wae left 
In charge of the work.

Th
Neve 
able
ts aa i

V representative with 
[ should be left. In my Judgment, to be 
I dealt with by the Department ot Pub

lic Works
Edmond J. Ellis, the foreman nt the 

I Dempeey Bridge, had no knowledge 
0$ Frank Roblneon’» supplying any c*

. f dnr posts to that Bridge, hot we find
V thti item In connection with this 
J Bridge In Valentine Roblchaud’s ro
te turn and declared by him to be cor-

root.
This return was declared to before 

Mr. Stewart, and the voucher tor these 
posts made out by Mr. Stewart and 
signed hy Roblchaud; but neither of 
these persons can now give the «light
est Information with regard to this 
item. •

It Is clear that the Item is wholly fic
titious. but why lt wae put to and who 
got the amount charged for the posts 
remains to be discovered.

(Signed)
WILLIAM B. CHANDLER,
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LITTLE BUCT0UCHE BRIDGE, Giro
son

Pari* ot Wellington, Kent County,
N. B.

The charge ln thin matter. la that 
cert»!» account* appearing In the re- 
turn^fc-to this Bridge ter the yearn 
leiOjPtor work supposed to hnve du0( 
been done by John K. Sheridan and 
John Sheridan, Jr., are wrong. Also, abo|

• that work appearing on the return as (0 b 
having been done by Fabien envoy to a 
the amount of fifteen dollar* was nev. b. 
er performed by him. Alno tint an Mld 
amount credited to John K, Sheridan tbe 
as foreman on thin Bride* In the year cbei 
1914 Is Incorrect as John K Sheridan 
really did not not ns foreman.

In the return ln connection with this 
bridge for October, 1910, Fabien Savoy tbe] 
Is down for fourteen d*y«' work at 

«>- $1.25, amounting to $17.50. Timothy
Boudreau, who wse foremen at thti h(e 
bridge, on being examined admitted

• that thl» work wn* not done by Fte ard 
bien Savoy and that thti amount was CM 
simply put ln the return for the benefit 
of Mr. John Sheridan, who wan then J. 
a representative for the County of 
Kent. The foreman says he wanted ^ 
to help Mr. Sheridan all he could. That 
Mr. Sheridan had done some work In 
connection with the bridge and had g 
devoted eqme time to the work and the 
while Ian did not wish to put Mr. Shop fer 
idan'e name down ln the retuYn he did tha 
put in Fabien Savoy's name for this am 
amount of $11.60 In order to remua» sbt

W rote Mr. Sheridan for what he had wo 
F done. Thti amount wse. I presume. Brt 

eventually received by Mr. Sheridan, ooa 
) There are also Items In the return er 

in connection with thin bride* In the me 
■^aame. of John K. Sheridan, a eon of an: 
^^Kr. Sheridan, the representative.

Timothy Boudreau, the foreman, id- : 
mttted that forty dollars out of the no ms 
count* appearing to the credit ot wa

• John K. Sheridan wae not really earn- tin 
ed by him and that he did no work tor Le 
thl» amount. This amount of forty all' 
dollar» wa» put tn hy the foreman for $21 
the benefit of Mr. Sheridan, the repre- wo 
eeatatlve.
Had Done Much Work For Nothing ™ 
The foreman explained that he had ad 

himself done a good deal of wbrk In rol 
looking after thin bridge at night and wc 
keeping lantern* lit on n temporary 
bridge that was put ln. The foreman ro 
claim» that he. practically noted M at 
night watchman for nearly fiVe months T( 
on thti temporary bridge and charged y,, 
nothing for his services. He eayn that w( 
If he had employed a foreman he gtf 
would hnve had to pay him at leant m 
one dollar per night. Being aexlous 
to do something for Mr. Sheridan, the re 
repreeentalve, the foreman added var- ^ 
loue amounts making up forty dollar* y(( 
In nil for the benefit of Mr. Sheridan, 
the repreeenUtlve, and I presume he n 
eventually got thti money. ro

h iff the returns for Msy, 1914. In eon-
■ fflptlon With thti bridge, John K. Sher U( 
t idan’e nnmoappenre ae foreman.
I John K. Sheridan to a young

who wee not then of nee, and he rehlly 
did not net ns foreman nt all; the n 
work did not take long and only four (| 
or five men were employed.

John K. Sheridan worked about T, 
eleven days on this bridge In May, w 
1914, and W» paid two dollars a day, c, 
and I presume he wan put down as 
foreman for m“ch the same

given hy the foreman, Timothy 
Boudreau, to connection with the 
er matters mentioned above; namely, 
a dfelre to do something to help Mr. Q< 
Sheridan, the representative, and to 
remunerate him for the time hè had 
deyoted to looking aftr this bridge. C| 
•fhe amount coming to John K. Sheri- 
dan for bis work was eventually paid If 
to his father.

It to regrettable that Mr. Sheridan, 
while a representative for the County 
of Kent lent himself to this sort , of 
thing, and took money which he did a 

Superintendent, and sent In as one of not really earn. If Mr. Sheridan wish- 1
the vouchers attached to his return in el td get some money in connection
counnectlon with the work doito on with the work on this bridge lt would
the Dempeey Bridge. JL have been very much better if his |

The manner to which Mr. âMroart najS had appeared on the pay-rolls for
has acted in connection with tpepaH- waiver work it was that he did do. ^
mental or Goverment matters in Glou- This whole matter waa irregular and
cester County, as detailed on the an- improper and conduct of this kind can
quiry before me, compels me to he sua- Mnly result in the degradation of the
p loi ou « as to eyerythtog he has done ILibllc service and of those who take
and of every transaction with which lait to such transactions,
he to in any way connected. (Signed)

$3.00 Involved Here . • WILLIAM B. CHANDLER,
Commissioner.
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8MacLean SETTLEMENT 
BRIDGE,

1-Brisk of Bt. Paul, Kent County, N. B. 
The charge in this matter Is that a
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